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Glossary

ACER
AL
ALIAS
ALSBC
ALSSOR
ALSWC
AT

Cbhu
CEC
CLOS
ESL
DEET

DEST
DET
GCAL
HOLO
IESIP

ITA
ITAS
LLANS
LOLO
MAP

Australian Council for Educational Research
Accelerated Literacy Methodology

Accelerated Literacy Information Analysis System
Accelerated Literacy School-based Coordinator
Accelerated Literacy Sequence Strategy Observation Record
Accelerated Literacy System Wide Coordinator
Assistant Teacher

Charles Darwin University

Community Education Centre

Classroom Literacy Observation Schedule
English as a Second Language

Department of Employment, Education and Training, Northern Territory
(see also DET)

Department of Education, Science and Training, Australian Government
Department of Education and Training, Northern Territory (see also DEET)
Graduate Certificate in Accelerated Literacy

High Order Literate Orientation

Indigenous Education Strategic Initiatives Programme

Individual Level

Indigenous Teacher Assistant

Indigenous Tutorial Assistant Support

Longitudinal Literacy and Numeracy Survey

Low Order Literate Orientation

Multilevel Assessment Program
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NALP
NESB
NT
NTCF
NTDE
PD
PLT
SAMS
SSPR
TORCH
TPOR
UPN
WL
ZAD
ZPD

National Accelerated Literacy Program
Non-English Speaking Background
Northern Territory

Northern Territory Curriculum Framework
Northern Territory Department of Education
Professional Development

Professional Learning Team

Student Administration and Management System
School of Social and Policy Research, CDU
Tests of Reading Comprehension

Teaching Practices Observation Record
Unique Personal Identifier

Working Level

Zone of Actual Development

Zone of Proximal Development
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